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cost of smoking a pack of cigarettes was somewhere approaching
$2 a pack in terms of the health care cost associated with that
activity. And, so, although I respect the choice of cigarette
smokers to smo ke, I think we have to understand the impact it
has on us, and I think raising the cigarette tax f o r what ever
reasons in terms of revenue raising I think has some validity,
but health related costs of cigarette smoking are much gre ater
han the inc rease we are talking about here today, and so that

perspective I don't thank has been talked about, an d although
there ar e so me he a l thy in d ividuals like Senator Chizek, and
Senator Pappas, and others who smoke and are healthy, there a re
many others who are not as lucky and fortunate. So I think, for
that reason, I would support the increase in the cigarette tax,
and also indicate, though Senator Johnson has linked these w ith
the Ak-Sar-Ben and farm equipment exemptions, I don't think any
of us should feel tied to any sort of linkages here. I think
what we a re doing is independent and separate action to deal
with the question of revenue raising, and a ppropriate t axation
levels, and dealing with the health aspects of cigarette smoking
and smokeless t obacco use , a nd for tho se reasons and those
reason alone, I am supporting this increase, and whatever o ther
linkages have been spoken to I don't feel bound by.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. I understand we have a priority motion.

CLERK: Mr. Pr esident, S enator W a rner wo uld move to bracket
L B 730 .

PRESIDENT: Thank you. S enator Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr . President and members of th e Legi s lature,
the motion t hat is up t h ere is to bracket the bill until the
Speaker decermines in setting the agenda that major tax pol icy
balls taking effect after July 1 of 1987 are on Select File. I
w as not particularly aware, but c er t ainly n ot u n aw are, th a t
there was probably some, I believe the word, " l i n k a ge " b et w e e n
several of these bills, and it seems to me that if there is some
linkage, they ought to be close enough that the chain c a n r e ach
from bill to bill. And so that would be one reason. Bu t there
xs a more fundamental reason that I would like to see at l e as t
these ma ~or bills xn a package, and interestingly enough, i t i s
not much different thar. what Senator Ly nch w as ta lk ing about
e xcept he was talking about t h e appropriation b i l l s . As a
matter of fact, appropriation bills are always in a package with
t he exception of deficits. They are there as a grou p so t he
body knows th e tot al am o unt of potential appropriations that
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